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trade, for their supplies of which the one culture is dependent upon
the other, and real diffusion of a cultural trait such, let us say, as
the making of wine or the use of the alphabet" (Dixon, The Building
of Cultures, pp. 117-18). Is it not true that civilized people, the White
people, also appreciate the superiority of matches and use them,
but most of them, perhaps 99-9 per cent of them, do not and cannot
make them? If making is the test of civilization, are not all these
"savages" ? Again, if the fact that the Mediterranean culture used
silks at one time did not incapacitate it from making it subsequently,
is there sufficient reason to suppose that the savage who at one time
used matches cannot make them ever after?

To what extent is the view of Messrs. Dixon and Wissler tenable
that the invention of an individual belongs to the whole of his
group and no other?

What group does Darwin, for instance, represent either in the
creation of his famous theories or their dissemination? He certainly
had a background; he acquired, by imitation, the learning relevant
to his theme produced by his predecessors in his line of work. He
built on it. But his creations were not the inventions of a national,
a linguistic, a territorial, a religious, or any other similar group of
his time. All the people of England, or of Europe, or of the West
did not come together one fine morning and create the Darwinian
theories; they are not English, or European, or Western in origin.
They are his own. His theories were assailed by many in his time
and have been so since. And was the spread of his theories circum-
scribed to his group ? They are available to all who can read his
books and have some previous equipment in the subject; and these
qualifications transcend groupings based on other considerations,
such as race, religion, recreation, forms of government, etc. Dar-
winism has a history, but it has no correlation with colour, race,
language, or political institutions. It is not the creation of England,
or Europe, or of the We$t It is not indigenous to one group and
exotic to another. It was exotic at first when it was new, and it later
became indigenous. It is not that it was indigenous to England, but
exotic to France and Germany or Japan. Every^hew creation is exotic
until it is accepted. Then it becomes indigenous. The citation of cause